A SHORTER HISTORY OF ENGLAND
March 1641 the trial began—it turned into a duel between
the traditional Government of England and the new usurping
claims of what was to become so soon a governing class of
wealthy men. Strafibrd defended himself with such ability that
at last the verdict seemed to be in doubt, though the House
of Lords, who were the judges in an impeachment, came from
the same social class as the Commons. They were hesitating
to convict, when Pym brought out a trump card which he took
care to play through others. He got certain members to supple-
ment the impeachment by a proposed Act of Attainder, under
which tyrannical instrument (used in Cromwell's religious terror
a hundred years before) there was no need for evidence and there
was no trial—the victim was simply condemned to death by
an Act of Parliament. The move was based upon something
which Pym and his party called in as new evidence. Harry Vane
was secretary to the Council, and his son, who was an extreme
revolutionary (acting presumably in collusion with his father,
for the father himself prepared to betray the King), came for-
ward with a paper which he said was the copy of notes which he
had taken from his father's desk. In these notes Stafford was
affirmed to have said in the privacy of the Council that the army
in Ireland would be serviceable "to reduce this kingdom."
The words, if ever they had been used—and no one present
could recollect them—had been used, of course, with regard to
Scotland, but the hypocritical pretence was advanced that they
were intended to apply to England. Pym's plan of merely
putting a man to death without trial was so odious that most men
were too shocked or too alarmed to act. Those who voted for
the deed in the Commons were far less than half—barely more
than two hundred out of the whole assembly—and fifty-nine of
those present had the courage to give a negative vote. But Pym
was working through the City of London, the financial centre
which had offered the strongest resistance to the new taxation;
he had organized the affair thoroughly; there was a large mob
ready to insist on Strafford's death, and the Puritan preachers
were clamouring for it in the pulpits.
It lay now with the Peers to decide whether they would vote
for the Bill; and even if they did the Kong must assent to it
before the actual killing could take place. So odious was the
task demanded of them that of all the peers not one in three
canae to the Upper House on Saturday, May 8, when the vote
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